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INTRODUCTION 


In mid-2019, the South Florida Water Management District (SFWMD or District) reviewed the water and 
wastewater rates of 98 utilities within the District boundaries (Figure 1). Rate structures are set by 
individual water providers and vary widely in complexity and cost, reflecting differences in water supply 
sources, treatment processes, infrastructure, debt service, and other factors. This review documents the 
pricing of water within the District and inventories the region's use of rate structures that encourage water 


conservation. 
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Figure 1. Map of the South Florida Water Management District. 
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WATER CONSERVATION 


In many areas of South Florida, water supplies are stressed as population growth fuels higher demands for 
water. While these demands can be met through development of non-traditional water supply sources such 
as brackish, ocean, or reclaimed water, those alternatives are costlier and impose greater impacts on the 
environment than reducing demand via water conservation. Therefore, conservation strategies should be 
part of local and regional planning efforts to meet future demands for water. While all water use classes are 
encouraged to do their part to conserve South Florida's natural resources, public water suppliers are of 
particular interest to the District being they are the largest and fastest growing water use class and are 
thought to have the most potential to save water. 


To obtain a water use permit from the SFWMD, public water supply utilities must develop and submit a 
water conservation plan. One of the five elements required for the standard water conservation plan is a rate 
structure designed to, “promote the efficient use of water by providing economic incentives. The rate 
structures may include, but not be limited to, increasing block rates, seasonal rates, quantity-based 
surcharges, and/or time of day pricing as a means of reducing demands" (SFWMD 2015). As part of the 
application process, the utility must explain how the proposed plan and rate structure will effectively 
promote water conservation. 


WATER CONSERVATION RATE STRUCTURE CONSIDERATIONS 


Promoting the efficient use of water (1.e., water conservation) can be achieved by setting rates and rate 
structures that effectively alert customers when their use has exceeded utility-determined thresholds. If 
designed well, the price signals should motivate customers to use less water. According to general economic 
theory, the quantity demanded of a commodity decreases as the price increases. This effect, as pertaining 
to water rates and subsequent water use behavior, is widely recognized and has been verified through 
empirical data (Whitcomb 2005, Equinox Center 2009, Baerenklau et al. 2013, Tiger et al. 2014). 


Creating a rate structure that balances reducing demand and maintaining the utility's financially integrity 
is a complex process with many factors to consider. Generating revenue to maintain, upgrade, and 
sometimes expand a utility's existing system can be at odds with water conservation as operational costs 
and other financial considerations must be met while selling less of the service that provides revenue. In 
addition, rates must be kept low enough that the utility's poorest residents can afford water for basic needs. 


Utilities should consider the following factors when developing a water conservation rate structure 
(Tiger et al. 2014): 


e Fixed operating expenses (detailed below); 

e Costs of replacing older infrastructure; 

e Costs of expanding treatment and distribution capacity to meet future population growth; 

e Service area demographic trends (e.g., level of affluence); 

e Passive water use reductions (from the increased use of more efficient water-using appliances and 
water efficiency building codes); and 

e  Weather-related water shortage events. 
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INFO @ 


For readers less familiar with the expenses utilities incur during standard operations, consider the expense 
categories listed below. 


For Utilities Providing Potable Water Service 


e Collecting and pumping water from its original source to the treatment plant 

e Treating (purifying) water to meet drinking water standards, the cost of which varies depending on 
source (e.g., brackish versus fresh groundwater) 

Disposing of concentrate or byproduct water resulting from the treatment process 

Distributing treated water to end users (homes and businesses) 

Monitoring and analytical testing as well as leak detection and repair 

Infrastructure maintenance and repair 


For Utilities Providing Wastewater Treatment Service 


Collecting wastewater and pumping it to the wastewater treatment facility 

Treating wastewater before final disposal 

Disposing of or reusing treated wastewater (which may include pumping and other costs) 
Infrastructure maintenance and repair 


Note: Most utilities in South Florida offer both potable and wastewater services. 


Consumer behavior is another consideration that must be taken into account when creating a realistic and 
effective water conservation rate structure. There are two main behavioral factors that should be considered: 
1) the time it takes for consumer behavior to respond to a change, and 2) the willingness of consumers to 
pay more for additional water. Whitcomb (2005) and Mitchell and Chesnutt (2009) estimated that consumer 
water use behavior takes 2 to 3 years to respond to changes in water rates. However, once those water use 
habits adjust, they tend to endure long term (Whitcomb 2005, Equinox Center 2009). Mitchell and Chesnutt 
(2009) also noted that some consumers are willing to pay more for additional water. This willingness to 
pay more is an important factor to the utility’s ability to continue generating revenue needed to cover the 
costs described above while providing less water to its service area. Baerenklau et al. (2013) and Tiger et al. 
(2014) showed a utility can reduce demand overall while remaining revenue neutral, in part because of the 
subset of consumers willing to pay more for additional water. 


GOALS OF WATER CONSERVATION RATE STRUCTURES 


The primary goal of a utility’s water rate structure is to generate revenue needed to continue providing 
water supply services. When developing a rate structure that encourages water conservation, that goal 
expands to include the following objectives: 


e Reduce per capita use, overall demand, or peak demand; 


e Financially reward customers for making investments in water-efficient fixtures, technologies, 
and behaviors; 


e Curb discretionary water uses such as excessive landscape irrigation; 
e Delay the need, through reduced demand, for costly water supply expansion projects; and 


e Avoid the imposition of financial hardships on low-income customers. 
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WATER RATE STRUCTURES 


A typical water bill consists of a fixed monthly base fee and volumetric, or consumption, charges. The base 
fee can include a customer service charge, a ready-to-serve charge, utility taxes, and other fees that remain 
the same month to month regardless of consumption. 


The volumetric charge is based on the amount of water used and typically billed in 1,000-gallon increments. 
These two components can be structured to maximize water conservation while maintaining revenue 
stability for the utility. For example, the price of water at lower levels of use could be reduced and the price 
for higher volume tiers increased. A well-designed rate structure keeps costs low for the average volume of 
water required for basic household needs, while charging substantially more for discretionary or excessive 
use, thus encouraging water conservation. Commonly implemented water rate structures include flat, 
decreasing block, uniform, increasing block, and water budgets. Some utilities also employ seasonal rates 
when experiencing peak demands (e.g., during warmer weather when lawns and landscapes require the 
most water or when populations temporarily increase). However, for the purposes of this report, the rate 
comparisons herein do not include adjustments for seasonal rates. 


Flat Rate 


In a flat rate structure, the same fee is charged to all users regardless of the amount of water used. The price 
per unit of water is not a factor. A flat rate commonly is charged in systems where customers do not have 
monitored water meters. The flat rate structure is considered an ineffective means for promoting water 
conservation. 


Decreasing (or Declining) Block Rate 


In a decreasing block rate structure, the price per unit of water decreases as consumption increases. This 
rate structure is beneficial to customers who use excessive amounts of water. Decreasing block rates do not 
encourage water conservation and are not in accordance with SFWMD requirements under the standard 
conservation plan for a “...rate structure designed to promote the efficient use of water by providing 
economic incentives." 


Uniform Rate 


In a uniform rate structure, the price per unit of water is kept constant regardless of consumption. This rate 
structure can moderately encourage conservation as the cost of water is directly proportional to the amount 
of water used. However, because uniform rates have limited effectiveness, the SFWMD discourages their 
use. 


Increasing (or Inclining) Block Rate 


With an increasing block rate structure, the price per unit of water increases as consumption increases. In 
other words, the more water a customer uses, the higher the cost per unit. Typically, the cost per unit 
increases incrementally and the rate structure will have between two and six tiers. An increasing block rate 
structure is more effective at promoting water conservation if the cost difference between tiers is substantial 
and the volumes between tiers are not too far apart to send the desired signals to the user. The SFWMD 
encourages all utilities to adopt an increasing block rate structure with multiple, reasonably spaced tiers that 
substantially increase in cost as customer water use increases. 
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Water Budgets 


A water budget is a relatively new type of rate structure that is being used where water resources are notably 
stressed. This structure establishes water use budgets for individual properties based on the number of 
persons per household, lot size or landscape square footage, seasonal weather variability, estimates of 
indoor use (per person or per home), historical use, or a combination of the above. A water budget structure 
has lower costs for customers who use less than their water budget and has higher punitive costs for 
customers who exceed their budget. This is considered an effective structure to promote water conservation, 
depending on the costs applied within the structure. 


IMPACTS OF BASE FEES AND TIER SPACING 


Base fees, service fees, and other fixed monthly charges influence water use behavior due to their impact 
on the overall cost of water. Typically, higher base fees provide a utility with greater revenue stability, but 
also reduce the utility's ability to incentivize conservation through consumption tiers (Walton 2017). 
Conversely, when base fees are low, a greater portion of a utility's fixed costs must be paid for by 
consumption-derived revenue, which can be detrimental to the utility's financial stability during 
unforeseeable events such as droughts, recessions, or long-term wet weather. In general, the greater the 
ratio of variable to fixed revenue, the greater the conservation incentive (Tiger et al. 2014). 


The effectiveness of a water-conserving rate structure depends on the structure's design. Increasing block 
rate structures are intended to discourage excessive water use through price controls. By making the water 
in higher tiers increasingly expensive, residents are encouraged to conserve to avoid buying water at higher 
prices. Whitcomb (2005) noted that when costs are low for lower tiers of water use and charges increase 
for higher tiers, utilities can effectively send price signals to high water users while maintaining revenue 
neutrality. However, the increasing block rate structure is less likely to promote water conservation if the 
number of tiers is small and/or the price at each tier is low and increases only slightly between tiers. 


In rate structures where fixed costs are high and volumetric charges are low, the total cost of each 
1,000 gallons of water can be effectively lower for a household that uses 30,000 gallons per month than for 
a household that uses only 4,000 gallons per month. Table 1 compares the effective per 1,000-gallon rate 
of two hypothetical rate structures. 


Table 1. | Comparison of the effective rates of two rate structures. 


VD: | | Effective Rate | Effective Rate 
Base Dcdo Chena Bill for Bill for for Each for Each 
Charge ($/1,000 gal.) 4,000 gal. | 30,000 gal. | 1,000 gal. at 1,000 gal. at 
Á 4,000* 30,000** 
a 
Utility 1 $30.00 $34.00 $60.00 $8.50 $2.00 


Utility 2 | $5.35 $9.75 | $152.20 $2.44 $5.07 


* Total bill cost for 4,000 gallons divided by 4. 
*** Total bill cost for 30,000 gallons divided by 30. 
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In this hypothetical scenario, high water users under Utility 1 (30,000 gallons) are paying less per 
1,000 gallons than high users under Utility 2. Figures A-7 to A-13 of the Appendix show the relative 
effectiveness of the structures used by utilities within the District. 


If a utility provides water and wastewater services, charges for those services typically are combined into 
one monthly bill. Wastewater fees typically are based on the volume of potable water consumed because a 
household's wastewater return flows usually are not metered. Most utilities within the District cap sewer 
fees at a level representing typical indoor water use, and the monthly charge does not exceed that set 
maximum. 


WATER RATE STRUCTURE RESOURCES 


There is no one-size-fits-all approach for setting rate structures to achieve water conservation goals and 
maintain financial stability. Fortunately, there are many guidance documents and tools available to utilities 
to assist in designing rates and rate structures that will balance a utility's multiple objectives. A few notable 
tools are 


e American Water Works Association's (2017) M1 Principles of Water Rates, Fees and Charges 

e Alliance for Water Efficiency's (2018) “Water Rates and Charges Introduction” webpage, 
including associated documents 

e Southwest Florida Water Management District’s WateRate model 

e Alliance for Water Efficiency's Sales Forecasting and Rate Model, which can help predict 
revenue and demand based on user input rates and rate structures 


A detailed cost-of-service study should be at the core of every rate structure design (Mitchell and Chesnutt 
2009). Furthermore, rates and rate structures should be reassessed annually and adjusted for utility 
objectives and progress (Tiger et al. 2014). 


SFWMD'S 2019 UTILITY RATE SURVEY 


Water use rates for single-family residential users from water providers within the SFWMD were compiled 
from posted information on utility websites and/or municipal ordinances. If rates could not be located 
online, the utility was contacted directly by phone or email. If rates were not provided or if the utility serves 
fewer than 2,000 people, they were omitted from the survey. 


Utility rate surveys often show costs for water and for water and wastewater combined. For this survey, 
rates from utilities that provide only one service (water or wastewater) were paired with the rates of the 
utility providing the complementary service to the first utility's service area. For example, the Greater Pine 
Island utility provides only water service; wastewater services for residents served by Greater Pine Island 
are provided by Lee County Utilities. The rate structures from those two utilities were combined to produce 
total costs to rate payers within the Greater Pine Island service area. In these instances, complementary 
service providers appear together, with the wastewater provider indicated in parenthesis. In the example 
above, the combined water and wastewater costs for Greater Pine Island are shown as “Greater Pine Island 
(Lee County)". 
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A total of 120 rate structures were obtained for this utility rate survey and are summarized below. The rate 
structures include utilities providing both water and wastewater services, combinations of utilities providing 
only water with those providing only wastewater to the same service areas, and utilities providing a separate 
rate structure for residents served outside of the corresponding municipal city limits. 

e Total utilities in Survey: 98 

e Utilities providing water and wastewater service: 87 

e Utilities providing only water service: 9 

e Utilities providing only wastewater service: 2 

e Utilities having a separate rate structure for users outside of their city limits: 26 

e Total number of complete water and wastewater combined structure sets (includes in city and 


outside city rates, and paired complementary utility structures): 121 


South Shore Water Association and LaBelle Utilities serve unincorporated areas outside their city limits 
and could not be joined with a complementary service to form a complete rate structure due to the use of 
septic tanks for wastewater. Therefore, those two utilities were not included in the comparative analysis, 
but they are listed in Table A-1 of the Appendix, which provides the individual rates for all utilities 
surveyed. 


Utility Base Fees in the SFWMD 


Within the SFWMD, the base fee charged by utilities varies widely, ranging from $0 to more than $115 per 
month for combined water and wastewater services. The distribution of utilities in each base fee price range 
is displayed in Figure 2. 
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Figure 2. The number of utilities within each range of monthly base fees for water, wastewater, and 
water and wastewater combined. Minimum and maximum charges for each also are shown. 
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Water Pricing Structures in the SFWMD 


As stated earlier, the SFWMD encourages all utilities to adopt an increasing block rate structure with 
multiple, reasonably spaced tiers that substantially increase in cost as customer water use increases. Table 2 
shows the number of each type of structure employed within the District as of October 2019. Of note is that 
1 of the 79 tiered structures is a declining structure (4 tiers). In addition, 1 utility employs a 4-tier structure 
within a budget based on lot size. In Table 2, the budget structure 1s included with the 4-tier structures. 


Table 2. Distribution of all rate structure types used by utilities within the SFWMD. 


2 Tiers 
3 Tiers 


Tiers 
6 Tiers 
Oo 28 | 


Total 
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Costs to Customers in the SFWMD 


To illustrate costs paid by public water supply customers within the SFWMD, costs representing three 
monthly use volumes were calculated and reported: 4,000 (minimum), 15,000 (average), and 30,000 
(maximum) gallons. A use volume of 4,000 gallons per month represents typical indoor water use of a 
household for basic needs such as bathing, cooking, and laundry (Raftelis Financial Consultants, Inc. 2018). 
Use of 15,000 gallons per month would include additional water being used for outdoor irrigation. A 
household using 30,000 gallons per month likely represents excessive water use due to leaks or unnecessary 
irrigation but could be a very large estate with substantial landscaping. The range of total monthly bills for 
water alone and water and wastewater combined, for all utilities in the District, under the three residential 
use scenarios is presented in Figure 3. The total bill includes the base fee, any other fixed service charges, 
and utility taxes. 
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water (left) as well as water and wastewater services combined (right). 
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COMPARING REGIONAL, STATE, AND NATIONAL AVERAGES 


Prices charged by water providers are influenced by water availability, treatment methods, service area 
size/pumping distances, age of the distribution system, operational and maintenance costs, debt service, and 
composition of the customer base. The SFWMD encompasses nearly 18,000 square miles, divided into five 
water supply planning areas (Figure 1): Upper East Coast (UEC), Lower East Coast (LEC), Lower West 
Coast (LWC), Lower Kissimmee Basin (LKB), and Upper Kissimmee Basin (UKB; this includes only 
utilities within the District's portion of the Central Florida Water Initiative). Figures 4 and 5 present the 


average total water cost to customers and the average combined water and wastewater costs, respectively, 
at three use levels in each of the SFWMD”s water supply planning areas. 
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Figure 4. 
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Figure 5. Average monthly water and wastewater bills (combined) by water supply planning area for 
three levels of water use. 


Figure 6 compares the average cost to customers in the SFWMD with average Florida statewide cost for 
water as well as water and wastewater combined. Statewide data were available only at 4,000- and 
8,000-gallon levels. 
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Figure 6. Total average monthly bills for water (left) as well as water and wastewater combined (right) 
within the SFWMD’s boundaries and statewide (Statewide data from: Raftelis Financial 
Consultants, Inc. 2018). 


Figure 7 compares the average bill for water in the SFWMD to the average bills of 30 major metropolitan 


area across the United States. National data were available only at 6,000-, 12,000-, and 18,000-gallon levels. 
National data for wastewater billing were not available. 
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Figure 7. | Comparison of total average monthly water bill within the SFWMD’s boundaries and the 
national average. Note: National water utility survey conducted by Circle of Blue 
(From: Walton 2017). 


CONCLUSION 


The effectiveness of a utility's water-conserving rate structure depends on how well it is designed. In 
general, increasing block rate structures and budget-based structures are recognized as having the most 
potential to effectively promote water conservation, depending on the cost and volume of use in each tier 
and the budgeted allowances. Currently, 79 of the 98 utilities surveyed within the SFWMD use increasing 
block rate structures and 1 uses a budget-based structure. 


Each water utility within the SFWMD's boundaries has a unique mix of single-family residential profiles 
and other customers and circumstances to consider when setting rates. Studies have shown that changes in 
water price can impact residential per capita water use (Chesnutt and Beecher 1998, Whitcomb 2005, Tiger 
et al. 2014). By lowering fixed charges and increasing volumetric charges (those based on how much water 
is used), utilities can reduce demand without decreasing revenues. A rate structure that combines reasonable 
base fees with substantial increases in volumetric rates for higher use tiers is a valuable tool to motivate 
customers to conserve while ensuring the utility's financial stability. SFWMD staff are available to provide 
technical assistance to utilities looking to maximize their water savings and ensure a sustainable water 
supply for South Florida. 


RESOURCES FOR UTILITIES 


The following resources are available to utilities to help create effective rate structures: 


Alliance for Water Efficiency. Sales Forecasting and Rate Model 
https://www.financingsustainablewater.org/tools/awe-sales-forecasting-and-rate-model. 


Alliance for Water Efficiency. Water Rates and Charges, Rate Making 101 
http://www.allianceforwaterefficiency.org/1Column.aspx?1d-710. 


Southwest Florida Water Management District. WateRate Tool. 
https://www.swfwmd.state.fl.us/residents/water-conservation/water-rates. 
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APPENDIX 


This appendix presents the costs of water and wastewater service under 121 rate structures from 98 water 
providers within the South Florida Water Management District (District) boundaries. Figures A-1 to A-6 
present monthly charges paid by consumers for use amounts corresponding to typical indoor domestic water 
use of a household for basic needs (4,000 gallons/month), basic domestic needs plus additional water for 
outdoor irrigation (15,000 gallons/month), and basic domestic needs plus excessive use (e.g., due to leaks 
or unnecessary irrigation; 30,000 gallons/month). Some large users (30,000 gallons or more) could be very 
large estates with substantial landscaping and high irrigation needs. 


Figures A-7 to A-10 compare the use charges per 1,000 gallons at use rates of 4,000 and 
30,000 gallons/month, including and excluding base fees. Figures A-11 to A-13 show percent differences 
in charges for 4,000 gallons and 30,000 gallons of water (including and excluding base fees) on a per 
1,000-gallon basis. Those figures show relative effectiveness of the rate structures used by utilities within 
the District. Table A-1 shows full rate data for utilities within the SFWMD's boundaries. 


Note: The rates and fees presented herein were compiled by District staff in mid-2019 from information 
publicly available online and through correspondance with utility staff. The information has not been 
reviewed by the utilities and may differ slightly from actual customer bills. Utilities are invited to contact 
the District at conservation ? sfwmd.gov to make corrections or updates to their rates and fees. 
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Total monthly cost for 4,000 gallons of water use for 121 rate structures from 98 water providers within the SFWMD's boundaries 


(water only, does not include wastewater). 


Figure A-1. 
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Total monthly cost for 15,000 gallons of water use for 121 rate structures from 98 water providers within the SFWMD's 


boundaries (water only, does not include wastewater). 


Figure A-2. 
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Total monthly cost for 30,000 gallons of water use for 121 rate structures from 98 water providers within the SFWMD's 


boundaries (water only, does not include wastewater). 


Figure A-3. 
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SFWMD^'s boundaries. 
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Total monthly cost for 15,000 gallons of combined water and wastewater use of 121 rate structures from 98 utilities within the 


SFWMD^'s boundaries. 


2019 Annual Utility Rate Survey 


Total Monthly Water and Wastewater Cost - 30,000 Gallons 


$600 
$550 


$500 


Average Bill 


mTotal Bill 


$450 


$400 


$350 


$300 


$250 


$200 


$150 


$100 


$50 


SJOUP|A| UO3IIAA 
A apisyno uxeag Weg 13M 
u»eag Weg 153M, 

An ur *uosul 3A 
Au apisino "up AM 
AQUOY Ny Jaye A OUO 

An apisino ‘eysanbay 

Ain ul ‘eysanbay 

2EIEuEL 

88 uoneri»ossy 21604 UEL 

quejd 3sa/Auinos “asuuns 
Ain apisino “asuuns 

Ann ur 'ssuuns 

A2 apisino "LEI 

AMI ui uenis 

79413510 599/4495 159A 3197] “IS 

yuon 1usunjedag sanan Ano) 319M S 

4319 apisino *pno[) “35 

AXO ui 'pno[5 ie 

8uuqes jo Ap 111510 1u3ur3^0)duj| 34e] Buds 
Ann jeuoj83y ul Ue unos 

PlUISIG 1uaureAocjdu ajourues 

Au apisino "Zuuqas 

Ayp ur Suugas 

AquoU NY Aun 15609235 

puejs| jaqiues 

sysOMaze AA |EÁOM 

AM au spisu| 'u»eag eJarAmg 

u»eag sal Aly 

psig JUaWdojanag AYUNWWOD a^413533 
puisig 1uauia^cjdu| 1934) Ápaay 

ann] 315 Hod 

spue|s| au) Jo 140d 

3|[ege1 aod 

Au apisino 'u3eag oueduioq 

Au ui *'u»eag ouedwod 

sanan Ano) 10d 

uoneiue|d 

Saul 9xoJquiag 
pueppred 

AD apisino 'sáulds wie, 

Apu 's8uruds Weg 

Ajuno) u»eag Wied 

AWD Əy spisinQ ‘AUD *'opuepo 

AUD au) ul ‘AID 'opuejo 

Au episino 'uoissiuuulo) sani opueuo 

Aya ur *uorssiuuuo) San opuepo 

SƏNAN "09 ABUBIO 

AUOUINY Aunn eaqouaaexo 

^ed puepyeo 

13510 jwawanouduy Sue YHON 

PEA JWEN YHON 

Iwer YON 

ajepsapne] yon 

An apisano 'səjdeN 

Ap ur 'sa[deN 

USAEH JOON 

App Il 

JINIS 8 j8]e^A aped ruler 

5aninn "09 UNEN 

Ayo 3p¡sino ayele 

Aya ul "ali 

pue|s| 02Je|A 

qed eiuodue|A 

[oxnjodAH "Gu AyD eui spisino 'uedejeue|N 

Au ayy spisui “uede¡eueyy 

sayn Ayuno) aa" 

Iijjapne 

euequey 

AyD apisino "UO, 3381 

AYI ut “YONA 2987 

Ay uy ^ajaqe] 

A3 apisino '1a3idnf 

Aya ui "jajidnp 

uonepossy Join, pue|s| 
Aueduio? uMwojuelpu| 

J83E/A 9ajexouuui| 

peajsauiaH 

poomAyjoH 

u»eag oJoqs|IH 

ypeag pue|uslH 

u»eag ajepuelje} 

pue|s| auld 4918315 

A apisino 4/09 
Ap ui yoo 

Aman 15809 pjoo 

A apisino "Ajuouiny AHAN 321314 1104 

AD ur auon ANN IVd 1104 

AUD SPISINO ‘SAN 3004 

Ayo ut "ia 1104 

ypeag SIÁN VOJ 

əjepıəpne] 1104 

Auoyiny Jonpanby sde epod 

Jue |d udipe-A3uouin v AAN jeueuue^o5 eprio|4 

59487 ad -Aiuouiny Ann [e19uuj3^05 Ppia0|4 

SAemIe4 2481 -AOUINY Aya jejusuuJaA05 Epoa 

AM epuo|4 

(AHI eu) apisano) A11) sapejdsang 

AMO 9u1 spisu| AyD sepe [d49^3 

00) 950d121u3 

Aya apisino u2eag Aegjag 

Au ul yseag Awad 

Yobag p]31J1330 

seg 

uqpeag eiue 

psig 3uaujsAocJdu| sduiuds ¡2103 

s8uuds jesop 
AN 12do05 
"09 4911109 

Aya apisjno 4334) ¡nuodo) 

Ayo ul 4381) 3nuodo) 
usma 

21015 1uung /seni]h) Ajuno INOEYJ 
¡2103 ade) 

“OD plemoJg 

Ao eu episino ye ag uozuAog 

uoeag VOJUÁOg 

s3uuds ejuog 

UDJPY 108 

A episjno uojey e»og 

ELEJA any 


$0 


Total monthly cost for 30,000 gallons of combined water and wastewater use of 121 rate structures from 98 utilities within the 


SFWMD^'s boundaries. 


Figure A-6. 
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2019 Annual Utility Rate Survey 


Cost per 1,000 Gallons Water at 4,000 and 30,000 gallons 


(Including Base Fees) 


Comparison of customer cost per 1,000 gallons at 4,000 and 30,000 gallons of use. Note: Amount of volumetric charges for water and 


$18 


mn An 221530 aan? 
mmm E pue¡s| jaques 


$16 


$14 


$12 


m Effective rate for 1,000 (Y 30,000 


m Effective rate for 1,000 @ 4,000 


$10 


$8 


mn EN (exo od 1201) A ayy apisqno tuedejeuew 


pue|s| EIA 


a souen uou 
————————————— OOO 94510 qua ano] sBuuds YUON 
e a A uie 


Ayo apisjno 'YYON oe1 
A ay} apisul 'uedejeueN 
Y3E38 oJoqsiiH 
Áp? apisano "xoa4) jnuo207) 
Ayo apisano ‘yoo 
504€] DUIA -ANY ANN jejuauuia409 FLOU 
sÁemuie 4 exe] -AJOY y ÁN |EJUALWANOD SOUZ 
enen any 
uogenossy Jaen, eJous unos 
Ayə apisano 'asuuns 
UIALH 34004) 
81015 yuing/sany ian Ájuno) ayoueY> 
quejd 15a nos asuuns 
Ay) ul 483.1) JNUODI0D 
A31 ayy apisino ‘AyD sape|[f7a^3 
Ay) Əy, opisul ‘AyD sape[B4a^3 
Aa apisano 'ezsanba] 
yed puepyeo 
Ayuoyyny 12npanby shay epuo|4 
O apisino "useag Wye 153M 
A12 ut 'asuuns 
A12 apisano 'A3)0u3ny Aja) 924814 VOJ 
Ayo ui yoo 
uaeag siaA|N 1103 
Au apisjno 'ssahyy 3104 
SPF] 30d 
Wejd YRHETAWOUINY Mun jexueuruanoc epuo|4 
Awoyviy ANN 2340440 
Ayo apis3no 'ayezue|N 
aeg 
Aan apisano "Ems 
Ayo apisano 'uojfu: yay, 
UHON JuaWwyedag sajan uno a19n7 35 
Ay) ayy apisano YRag esolnys 
Ay» aprsano 'ioyidnr 
0) 181109 
Ayo ul ‘eysanbay 
1338 99/EXOWW] 
Ay2 ui ^uo axe] 
Yorag u[ed 159A. 
¡2105 ade) 
32u3sig Wewanciduy ojouiuas 
Burgas jo Ap 9943510 uawanoudwy axe] Buds 
Ayo ut 'yuouny Aan 224814 VOJ 
Aueduio? uo3uelpur 
a[ppuapne] yuon 
AUS al 
puejs| aud 31342319 
4yoeeg ejeg 
Ayo ul "s)aÁ|N 104 
Am apisyno ‘suds wed 
Ap uj 'ojegue|N 
ann] "35 uod 
39113510 SAIINAS JSAM arn] YS 
Puysig 1UBWanold Wy 139.10 Apeay 
Aan ui pens 
Ay? uy OB 
Ayo ayy apisu| "upeag eJay 
Ayo ur Gaqidnr 
u»eag a/Ppueljey 
sguuds eyuog 
San "09 unie 
uonenossy 133e M puesi 
Aj apisino 'Supqos 
YIE38 nue YHON 
AMIN 4520) pjo5 
ypeag puejuiH 
pusia 3u2uidoja^ag AYUNO) o^Jasay 
ARN jeuordog ur ieu yinos 
euejue7 
sann Aune aa] 
u2esg piauea( 
Sauid axoJquiad 
5340/)3]E A jeÁOH 
An ul 'sSunids Wed 
Ayn 19doo» 
A2 apisano 'u3eag Ouedwog 
Au ut 'yesg ouedwog 
12035: wewenoudwy sPuuds jeso 
AYP apisyng 'upeog uoju&og 
Ayo apisano 'pno[) 15 
Aquoyiny Aia 1seo»eas 
puepyled 
Ay apisino *uojey e»og 
uonequeld 
uosa 
Ay apisano 'u3eag Aejjaq 
Ayuno) q»eog wjed 
sBuuds jeso) 
(wey YON 
0 puemoug 
a|2puapney 404 
oesewey 
ŅJeg eiuofuej 
00) asiidsaqug 
Ay? ur'upeag uojuAog 
Ap ut 'pnop) s 
Ii qopne] 
Aya ut 'Siuugas 
Sonn Áquno) xjod 
Ag ui ‘uogey e»og 
$8 uonej»ossy IJEM YEL 
poo ¡OH 
Aa ul *useag Aeyag 
NS (o 005300 ‘sode 
i pe se 0 
PN seso jo vog 
E A AL 
PN 2010 o) ofucio 
A ÁZAp u 'uossuuuo) SOON, opel 
oy ny e oot 
IIA A eu apisano 'Aj5 *'opuepo 
IEEE 20 ap v1 ‘Ay oogeg 
AAA n ap sino uossuuuo) sani opueio 
o A e101, 
Al JAMAS Baye epe Hue! 


$6 
$4 
$2 
$0 


Figure A-7. 
base fees, divided by number of 1,000-gallon units used, equals cost per 1,000 gallons for each use level. Structures that charge more per 1,000 gallons at 


30,000 gallons of use versus 4,000 gallons of use generally are considered more effective at sending price signals meant to encourage conservation by 


A-8 


users. Base fees can be used by utilities to enhance or dampen the effects of their conservation rate structures. 


2019 Annual Utility Rate Survey 


Cost per 1,000 Gallons Water at 4,000 and 30,000 gallons 


(Without Base Fees) 
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Comparison of customer cost per 1,000 gallons at 4,000 and 30,000 gallons of use, not including base fees. Note: Amount of 


Figure A-8. 


volumetric charges for water, divided by number of 1,000-gallon units used, equals cost per 1,000 gallons for each use level. 


Structures that charge more per 1,000 gallons at 30,000 gallons of use versus 4,000 gallons of use generally are considered more 


effective at sending price signals meant to encourage conservation by users. Base fees can be used by utilities to enhance or 


dampen the effects of their conservation rate structures. 
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2019 Annual Utility Rate Survey 


Cost per 1,000 gallons at 4,000 and 30,000 gallons 


(Water, Wastewate and Base Fees) 
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Comparison of customer cost per 1,000 gallons at 4,000 and 30,000 gallons of combined water and wastewater services. 


Figure A-9. 


Note: Amount of volumetric charges for water and wastewater services and base fees, divided by number of 1,000-gallon units 
used, equals cost per 1,000 gallons for each use level. Structures that charge more per 1,000 gallons at 30,000 gallons of use 


versus 4,000 gallons of use generally are considered more effective at sending price signals meant to encourage conservation by 


users. Base fees can be used by utilities to enhance or dampen the effects of their conservation rate structures. 
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2019 Annual Utility Rate Survey 


Cost per 1,000 gallons at 4,000 and 30,000 gallons 


(Without Base Fees) 
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Comparison of customer cost per 1,000 gallons at 4,000 and 30,000 gallons of combined water and wastewater services, not 


Figure A-10. 


including base fees. Note: Amount of volumetric charges for water and wastewater services, divided by number of 1,000-gallon 


units used, equals cost per 1,000 gallons for each use level. Structures that charge more per 1,000 gallons at 30,000 gallons of use 


versus 4,000 gallons of use generally are considered more effective at sending price signals meant to encourage conservation by 


users. Base fees can be used by utilities to enhance or dampen the effects of their conservation rate structures. 
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Percent Difference in Amount Paid per 1,000 Gallons Water at 4,000 and 30,000 Gallons of Use 
(Including Base Fees) 
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positive values (blue) charge more per 1,000 gallons at 30,000 gallons of use than at 4,000 gallons of use, which is the goal of an 
30,000 gallons of water. Percent difference = (cost per 1,000 gallons at 30,000 gallons — cost per 1,000 gallons at 4,000 gallons) + 
cost per gallon at 4,000 gallons. Base fees can be used by utilities to enhance or dampen the effects of their conservation rate 
structures. 


Percent difference in charges for 4,000 versus 30,000 gallons of water (including base fees) on a per 1,000-gallon basis. Utilities 
effective conservation rate structure. The greater the percentage, the greater the price difference between using 4,000 and 


with negative values (orange) charge less per 1,000 gallons at 30,000 gallons of use than at 4,000 gallons of use. Utilities with 


2019 Annual Utility Rate Survey 


Figure A-11. 


(Without Base Fees) 


Percent Difference in Amount Paid per 1,000 Gallons Water at 4,000 and 30,000 Gallons of Use 
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30,000 gallons of water. Percent difference = (cost per 1,000 gallons at 30,000 gallons — cost per 1,000 gallons at 4,000 gallons) — 
cost per gallon at 4,000 gallons. Base fees can be used by utilities to enhance or dampen the effects of their conservation rate 


with positive values (blue) charge more per 1,000 gallons at 30,000 gallons of use than at 4,000 gallons of use, which is the goal 
structures. 


Utilities with negative values (orange) charge less per 1,000 gallons at 30,000 gallons of use than at 4,000 gallons of use. Utilities 
of an effective conservation rate structure. The greater the percentage, the greater the price difference between using 4,000 and 


Percent difference in charges for 4,000 versus 30,000 gallons of water (not including base fees) on a per 1,000-gallon basis. 


2019 Annual Utility Rate Survey 


Figure A-12. 


Percent Difference in Amount Paid per 1,000 Gallons Water and Wastewater at 4,000 and 30,000 Gallons of Use 
(Including Base Fees) 
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Figure A-13. Percent difference in charges for 4,000 versus 30,000 gallons of water and wastewater services (including base fees) on a per 
1,000-gallon basis. Utilities with negative values (orange) charge less per 1,000 gallons at 30,000 gallons of use than at 
4,000 gallons of use. Utilities with positive values (blue) charge more per 1,000 gallons at 30,000 gallons of use than at 
4,000 gallons of use, which is the goal of an effective conservation rate structure. The greater the percentage, the greater the price 
difference between using 4,000 and 30,000 gallons of water. Percent difference = (cost per 1,000 gallons at 30,000 gallons — cost 
per 1,000 gallons at 4,000 gallons) + cost per gallon at 4,000 gallons. Base fees can be used by utilities to enhance or dampen the 
effects of their conservation rate structures. 
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Miami Dade Water & Sewer 


Percent Difference in Amount Paid per 1,000 Gallons Water and Wastewater at 4,000 and 30,000 Gallons of Use 
(Without Base Fees) 
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Figure A-14. Percent difference in charges for 4,000 versus 30,000 gallons of water and wastewater services (not including base fees) on a per 
1,000-gallon basis. Utilities with negative values (orange) charge less per 1,000 gallons at 30,000 gallons of use than at 
4,000 gallons of use. Utilities with positive values (blue) charge more per 1,000 gallons at 30,000 gallons of use than at 
4,000 gallons of use, which is the goal of an effective conservation rate structure. The greater the percentage, the greater the price 
difference between using 4,000 and 30,000 gallons of water. Percent difference = (cost per 1,000 gallons at 30,000 gallons — cost 
per 1,000 gallons at 4,000 gallons) + cost per gallon at 4,000 gallons. Base fees can be used by utilities to enhance or dampen the 
effects of their conservation rate structures. 
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Sanibel Island 


Miami Dade Water & Sewer 


Table A-1. Comprehensive rate data for utilities within the SFWMD's boundaries. 


DET Total Monthly Bill — Wastewater Total Monthly Bill — 
P Planning ; Water Volumetric Water Wastewater Volumetric | Water & Wastewater 
un Area Pase iie qe) Charge ($/1,000 gal.) Base Fee 
Fee d ^ 14,000 | 15,000 4,000 
Broward Count 
| 
Tier 3: 7,000-12,000 | | $664 9 $89.50|$210.10| $19.88 $3.98 $55.72 |$169.08|$289.68 
$21.20|Tier 3: 7,001-10,000 | $7.65 ($43.11,$156.35/$381.80| $12.99 er 2: $4.69 $70.66 |$212.04/$437.49 
| 
$26.50|Tier 3: 7,001-10,000 | $9.56 ` |$49.90/$180.96/$441.90| — $16.24 ier 2: $586 [984.34 [8250.588511.51 
| 
safir 30010909 8220 iaa $67.06|$147.56| $26.41 No volumetric charge $50.74 | $93.47 $173.97 
$13.48[Tier 3: 8,001-12,000 | $389 |$20.24$63.65|$180.40|] $22.26 [Tier 1: O-unlimited] $4.24 | $59.46 |$149.51|$329.86 


Tier 1: 0-3,000 $0.00 Tier 1: 0-3,000 $0.00 
Tier 2: 3,001-12,600 $3.44 us 200s $3.44 
$18.13 $23.73) $70.68 $171.44 $18.13 HS cr $45.30 $134.94[$327.29 
Tier 3: 12,601-25,200 $5.46 25.200 $5.46 
Tier 4: 225201 $7.48 Tier 4: 225201 $7.48 


Tier 1: 0-5,000 $4.09 
$14.55|Tier 2: 5,001-14,000 $6.54 $30.91/$102.03|$224.58| $21.52 [Tier 1: O-unlimited| $7.46 $82.27 |$235.45|$469.90 
Tier 3: 214,001 $8.17 


Coconut 
Creek 


| 


Coral 
Springs 
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Total Monthly Bill — Wastewater | Total Monthly Bill — 
Water Volumetric Water Wastewater DOSE Volumetric | Water & Wastewater 


EE EE 4,000 | 15,000 | 30,000 
| $407.06 


Ke 
N 
mÓm 
J 


Davie 


wee 


Planning Ms 
EM Base Tier (gal.) 
Fee 


ier 1: 0-5,000 $3.47 
ier 2: 5,001-10,000 $5.69 
ier 3: 10,001-20,000 $8.28 Tier 1: 0-15,000 
ier 4: 20,001-30,000 $1125 $35.63/$108.94$262.70! — $38.97 (en) $7.02 |$102.68/$253.21 
ier 5: 30,001-50,000 $14.56 
ier 6: 250,001 $18.18 
$ 


5 
ier 1: 0-6,000 $2.65 ern 

$15.00|Tier 2: 6,001-12,000 $3.67 25.60| $65.01 $125.46| — $10.98 Mh PSOE $2.71 | $47.42 |$108.511$168.96 
ier 3: >12,001 $4.03 P 


ier 1: 0-3,999 $2.32 Tier 1: 0-3,999 $4.10 
ier 2: 4,000-8,999 $5.12 
LEC $7.56 [Tier 3: 9,000-12,999 $6.41 $19.64| $91.68 |$260.28 $11.09 Tier 2: 4,000- $9.06 $52.09 |$223.79|$437.69 
ier 4: 13,000-20,000 $8.64 20,000 (cap) 
ier 5: >20,001 $12.54 
ier 1: 0-2,000 $1.10 Tier 1: 0-2,000 $4.13 
Tier 2: 2,001- 
Tier 2: 2,001-5,000 $1.17 5.000 $4.27 
Tier 3: 5,001- 
LEC  /|$20.35|Tier 3: 5,001-10,000 $1.53 $27.38| $50.34 | $91.31 $20.21 10.000 $4.46 $64.39 |$138.67|$255.19 
Tier 4: 10,001- 
Tier 4: 10,001-25,000 $2.41 25.000 $4.95 
ier 5: 225,001 $2.63 Tier 5: 225,001 $5.21 
| 


Lauderdale 


ee 


ee 


: 


ge 
I 
mÓ 
QN 
- 


Hollywood 


$ 
ier 1: 0-3,747 $2.41 
ier 2: 3,748-7 487 $4.82 | 
Tier 1: 0-14,969 
$6.76 [Tier 3: 7,488-11.287 $6.03 $17.01] $83.61 [$210.21] $648 — ke $715  |$52.09 |$197.121$323.72 
ier 4: 11,288-14,968 $7.23 P 
ier 5: >14,969 $8.44 


ier 1: 0-4,000 $1.75 
ier 2: 4,001-8,000 $2.68 NS Sat 
.64 ier 3: 8.001-12,000 $5.07 $18.64|$68.72|$164.12| $18.66 [Tier 1: O-unlimited| $3.74 $52.26 |$143.48|$294.08 
Tier 4: 212,001 $6.36 


2019 Annual Utility Rate Survey A-17 


1 
ier 1: 0-2,000 $1.58 
ier 2: 2,001-10,000 $2.81 
5 Tier 3: 9,001-17,000 $6.64 50.43/$104.32/$222.12 Wastewater service provided by Broward County. 
ier 4: 217,001 $8.04 
1 


Lauderhill 


Ke 
mÓ 
mÓ 
QN 
= 


Total Monthly Bill — Wastewater | Total Monthly Bill — 
Water Volumetric pres Wastewater Volumetric | Water em Wastewater 


Charge ($/1,000 gal.) 15,000 o00 130.000 | Base Fee 4,000 15,000 000 | 30,000 


ne no 
: a0 Tier (gal.) 


Tier 1: 0-6,000 $3.68 
$12.31 [Her 2: 6001-15, 000 94.59 $29.73] $83.27 |$179.47 
0 
0 


Tier 3: 15,001-25,00 $5.53 
Tier 4: >25,001 $6.43 


Tier 1: 0-6,000 $4.60 
Tier 2: 6,001-15,00 $5.74 

3 Tier 3: 15,001-25,00 $6.91 $36.48,$102.19/$220.24 
Tier 4: 225,001 $8.04 


Ke 
— 
Nn 


Tier 1: 0-5,000 $3.16 
Miramar $15.93[Tier 2: 5,001-15,000 $3.87 $31.43] $77.47 |$157.66 
Tier 3: 215,001 $4.86 


North Tier 1: 0-10,000 $3.54 
Lauderdale Tier 2: 210,001 $6.01 E vier d 
Tea SOO 1: 0-12,600 $2.35 
$39.52|Lier 2: 12,601-25,200_ $4.71 $53.81] $88.48 |5178.60| — $18.53 mg GE $2.35 ($81.74 |$130.21/5220.34 
Se Tier 3: 225,201 $7.06 P 
Tier 1: 0-3,999 $6.54 
Tier 2: 4,000-8,999 $7.34 Tier 1: 0-15,000 
Oakland Park LEC $15. 19m Tier 3: 9,000-14,999 $8.40 $42.151$131.351$272.95 $18.00 en $6.38 $85.67 1$245.05|$386.65 
Tier 4: 215,000 $9.44 


Parkland $10. nd $3.04 $56.59|$102.19| — $14.36 rz SS EN 50 571.51 $ $155.95/$201.55 


a Tier 1: 0-3,000 $0.00 Tier 1: 0-3,000 $0.00 
a EF 3 Tier 2: 3,001 $7.05 $102.75/5208.50 | sumo 23 Tier 2: 23,001 $7.05 $55.48 [$210.58 422.08 08 


Tier 1: 0-6,000 $1.98 
Tier 2: 6,001-12,000 $3.96 
Tier 3: 12,001-20,000 $5.94 "m 
Plantation $13. Wale Tier 4: 20,001-30.000 $7.91 $21.85| $67.39 |$176.19 $18.25 Tier 1: O-unlimited $5.10 $60.50 |$162.14/$347.44 
Tier 5: 30,001-50,000 $9.89 
Tier 6: 250,001 $11.87 


Tier 1: 0-10,999 $2.44 
Pompano Tier 2: 11,000-15,999 $3.34 Tier 1: 0-10,000 
dh $14.00 Tier 3: 16,000-25,999 $4.64 $23.76} $55.10 |$134.15} | $12.64 (en $2.94 $48.16 | $97.14 [$176.19 
Tier 4: 226,000 $6.53 


2019 Annual Utility Rate Survey A-18 


Water Total Monthly Bill — Wastewater | Total Monthly Bill — 
Planning ! Water Volumetric Water Wastewater ; Volumetric pr & Wastewater 
Area P Eu Charge ($/1,000 gal.) Base Fee Iu RETO) 
E : ^ 14,000 | 15,000 | 30,000 4 | 4000. 15,000 | 30,000 
Tier 1: 0-10,999 $3.05 
Tier 2: 11,000-15,999 $4.18 Tier 1: 0-10,000 
$17.50 Tier 3: 16,000-25,999 $5.80 $23.76] $55.10 |$134.15} $15.80 (cap) $3.68 $54.26 |$107.651$ 186.70 
pude m 4: 226,000 $8.16 
| uec hoan 23 UnfomRae —— Rate $3.15 $24.83| $59.48 $106.73 73| $13.02 c He $4.43 — [$55.57 |$116.801$164.05 


Tier 1: 0-8,000 $4.63 
Tier 2: 8,001-16,000 $6.42 Tier 1: 0-8,000 

$14. 32m Tier 3: 16,001-24.000 $821 $32.84| $96.30 |$228.40 $16.07 (cap) $3.77 $63.99 1$142.531$274.63 
Tier 4: 224,000 $10.00 


Tier 1: 0-30,000 $4.09 Tier 1: 0-16,000 
NE er 2: 230,001 $5.18 54095 95 Lm 44 5157.93 93 $29.68 sue ` 16 387.27 OF $182.52 bau? 17 


Sunrise Tier 1: 0-30,000 $5.11 Tier 1: 0-16.000 
S LEC |$26. ier 2: 230,001 ` Tier 2: Tier 2:230,001 001 a 48 $46.53/$102.74/$179.39| $37.10 (cat) $5.20  |$104.43/$217.84/$299.69 
| 


| uec kom 05 Uniform Rate —— Rate an ` A4 543.81 81 $103.65 65 $185.25 ZEE NE $8.26 $101.90 90 52110 30 5292.90 90 
| (cap) 
Tier 1: 0-3,000 $1.77 
Tier 2: 3,001-6,000 $2.36 Tier 1: 0-12,000 
Tamarac EL o ae $19.441 $64.21 1$157.66] $18.75 me $4.80 | $57.39 |$140.56/$234.01 
Tier 4: >12,001 $6.23 
l Tier 1: 0-15,999 $4.62 Te 
Wie LEC  |$31.40|Tier 2: 16,000-30,999 $5.65 $54.87/$107.63/$200.86| — $13.46 mad Ua $6.67 | $95.01 $221.14|$314.37 
Tier 3: 231,000 $7.06 P 


Charlotte County 


— 
LWC  |$23.74Tier 3: 11,000-15,999 | $740 ` |$44.18$113.35/$241.23| — $39.05 E $4.92  |$102.91/$201.60/$329.48 
É 


Collier County 


Tier 1: 0-5,000 $2.59 
Tier 2: 5,001-10,000 $3.92 T T 
Ave Maria LWC [$36.69 Tier 3: 10,001-15,000 $5.19 $47.05} $95.19 $211.74| $44.07 [Tier 1: O-unlimited| ` $4.30 — |$108.32|$203.76|$384.81 
Tier 4: 215,001 $7.71 


2019 Annual Utility Rate Survey A-19 


Water Total Monthly Bill — Wastewater | Total Monthly Bill — 
Planning Water Volumetric m^ Wastewater ; Volumetric | Water & Wastewater 
jum Base Tier (gal.) 


Pee 


ier 4: 20,001 -30,000 a 69 


SR 00 15,000 000 130.000 | Pase Fee 4.000 | 15,000 | 30,000 
ier 5: 30,001-50,000 


ier 1: 0-5,000 $3.07 
6.15 |$194.81]$302.51 
ier 6: 250,001 Se 29 


11 


1er 2: 5,001-10,000 $4.64 

LWC $21.80 ier 3: 10,001-20,000 $6.16 $8 
ier 1: 0-3,000 $0.00 

LWC  |$18.00|Tier 2: 3,001-9,999 $6.45 : ] : O-unlimi $3.20 $68.40 |$186.55/$361.30 
1er 3: 210,000 $8.45 


ier 1: 0-3,000 $0.00 
LWC  |$19.00|Tier 2: 3,001-9,999 $6.45 : O-unlimi $3.20 $68.40 |$186.551$361.30 
ier 3: 210,000 $8.45 


ir 


ey Tier 1: 0-10,000 $3.07 Tier 1: 0-15,000 
ey ue ` $21.50 Tier 2: >10,001 $4.34 $33.78] $73.90 [$139.00 $31.49 $5.27 $86.35 |$184.441$249 54 


Tier 1: 0-6,000 $4.49 He EE 
Marco Island] LWC  |$37.40ÍTier 2: 6,001-20,000 $6.74 $57.57,$108.94/$202.38| $29.32 (cap) ad $5.79  |$110.05|$173.001$266.44 
Tier 3: 21,001-32,000 $8.99 P 
Tier 1: 0-7,500 $1.37 
Tier 2: 7,501-15,000 $2.40 Tier 1: 0-10,000 
Naples UNC Els St TET $13.40| $36.71 | $93.30] $19.82 SE $3.84 $48.58 | $94.93 [$151.52 
Tier 4: 222,501 $4.09 
Tier 1: 0-7,500 $1.71 
Tier 2: 7,501-15,000 $3.00 Tier 1: 0-10,000 
$9.90 ee E0197 506 YET $16.75| $45.89 |$116.63] — $24.78 e $4.80 |$60.73 |$118.66/$189.40 
Tier 4: 222,501 $5.11 


Glades County 
Ene pee — $3.50 $46.04| $84.54 |$137.04 $8.00 Tier 1: O-unlimited| $6.25 $79.04 [$186.29/$332.54 
Hendry County 


Labelle WC $35.08 08 Uniform Rate ` Rate NT 55 $53.28 28 $103.33 33 NT 43 
Labelle 
City) 


2019 Annual Utility Rate Survey A-20 


Water Total Monthly Bill — Wastewater | Total Monthly Bill — 
Planning ! Water Volumetric Water Wastewater ; Volumetric | Water m mas 
Area Eu Boc Charge ($/1,000 gal | 4.000 Base Fee Ter (eal) 
Fee : “14 4.000 15,000 | 30,000 
Tier 1: 0-2,000 $3.30 
Tier 2: 2,001-4,000 $3.90 Tier 1: 0-8,000 
Port LaBelle | LWC [$24.00 Tier 3: 4.001-8,000 $4.80 $38.40/$103.80/$202.80| | $12.00 (em) 
Tier 4: >8,001 $6.60 


Tier 1: 0-4,999 
South Shore Tier 2: 5,000-9,999 Wastewater service not provided; residential septic 
Water LWC  |$30.41[Tier 3: 10,000-14,999 | $425  |$47.01| $94.26 5174.21 GEES EE needs P 
Association Tier 4: 15,000-19,999 $5.00 


Tier 5: 220,000 $5.45 


Hie —— vue 


Sebring rm 55 $2.40 $18.15 15 sais 55 580.55 55| $23.26 E Y oe $0.00 saa 41 $6781 81 $103.81 81 
Sebring 
(Outside D — $3.40 $63.39 $114.39| — $29.08 m ES $0.00 —.1$55.07 | $92.47 [$143.47 
City) 
Tier 1: 0-5,999 $3.10 
Tier 2: 6,000-14,999 $3.60 Tier 1: 0-2,500 
O EEE SIDE $32.40] $75.70 [$142.30] $46.60 [cap 10,000) $1.41 | $82.53 $132.88/$199.48 
Tier 4: >40,001 $4.80 


Lee County 


Tier 1: 0-6,000 $3.66 
Tier 2: 6,001-12,000 $4.44 Tier 1: 0-16,000 
LWC 812.17 575 001-1800 057) $26.81] $67.07 [$125.87] $2848 ` Kl $3.70 1$70.09 $151.05$213.55 
Tier 4: >18,001 $6.00 
Tier 1: 0-5,000 $3.90 
Tier 2: 5,001-10,000 $4.55 
Tier 3: 10,001-15,000 $6.86 T 
Cape Coral | LWC [$17.32 15 501-20 000 p $32.02 $93.87 $258.32| $21.07  Tierl:O-unlimited| $9.04 ` | $90.15 [5250.54$550.59 
Tier 5: 20.001-30,000 $11.32 
no: 730,001 UE 44 
FGUA Lake | ue $17.62 62 Uniform Rate —— Rae an 59 $47.98 98 $131.47 47$245.32| $1825 [Mer 1: 0-6,000 $845 |$100.03(5200.42 $314.27 
Fairways (cap) 


Tier 1: 0-6,999 $5.59 
Tier 2: 7,000-12,999 $6.44 Tier 1: 0-6,000 

LWC  |$15. 2615 Tier 3: 13,000-18,000 $7.26 $37.62/$109.22]$231.44 $25.63 En $8.82 $98.53 |$187.777$309.99 
Tier 4: 218,001 $8.37 


2019 Annual Utility Rate Survey A-21 


Total Monthly Bill — Wastewater | Total Monthly Bill — 
Water Volumetric Water Wastewater eda) Volumetric | Water & Wastewater 
Charge ($/1,000 gal.) Base Fee 4.000 | 15,000 | 30,000 


Planning Lu 
jum Base Tier (gal.) 
Fee 


jer 4: 230,001 
ier 1: 0-2,999 
ier 2: 3,000-5,999 
LWC  |$18.90|Tier 3: 6,000-10,999 Wastewater service provided by Lee County. 
ier 4: 11,000-15,000 
ier 5: 215,001 


ier 1: 0-5,000 $4.79 
ier 2: 5,001-10,000 $9.58 

Fort Myers LWC 1$8.89 ier 3: 10,001-15,000 $13.41 No cap $13.65 (flat) | $59.86 |$191.57/$501.27 
Tier 4: 215,001 $18.77 
Tier 1: 0-5,000 $5.98 
Tier 2: 5,001-10,000 $11.98 

LWC .|$11.11 ier 3: 10,001-15,000 $16.77 No cap $13.65 (flat) | $30.86 |$162.57|$472.27 
ier 4: 215,001 $23.46 
ier 1: 0-6,000 $5.89 

LWC 5 E $7.03 Wastewater service provided by Lee County. 


oe 
mÓ 
Nn 
P 


ier 1: 0-5,999 $3.30 
ier 2: 6,000-10,999 $3.95 
ier 3: 11,000-15,999 $4.60 . . E . 
hoc o LWC . ier 4: 16,000-20,999 $5.25 Wastewater service provided by the City of Sanibel. 


ier 5: 21,000-25,000 $5.90 
1er 6: 225,001 $6.55 
Port of the LWC $0.00 
Islands 
Sanibel 


Uniform rate $3.38 $13.52] $50.70 |$101.40 $0.00 $6.94 $34.34 1$127.041$254.08 
2 
Tier 1: 0-6,000 $3.27 
Tier 2: 6,001-12,000 $4.09 Tier 1: 0-9,000 
Lee County LWC  |$12.59 Tier 3: 12.001-18,000 $4.91 $25.67| $71.48 |$164.69 $20.45 en) $5.85 $69.52 1$144.58 
Tier 4: 218,001 $6.54 


Ke 
— 
LA 
© 
© 


ier 3: 15,001-30,000 $8.75 


$237.79 
Martin County 


Tier 1: 0-8,000 $4.59 Tier 1: 0-10.000 
UEC  |$13.38[Tier 2: 8,001-15,000 $5.13 $31.74| $86.01 $171.21] $24.17 Tu PEN $4.51 | $73.95 |$155.28|5240.48 
Tier 3: 215,001 $5.68 P 


2019 Annual Utility Rate Survey A-22 


Total Monthly Bill — Wastewater | Total Monthly Bill — 
Water Volumetric Water Wastewater Volumetric | Water & Wastewater 


O E 000] amma | 4,000 | 15,000 | 30,000 
$119.08/$184.93 


Tier 1: 0-10,000 $2.26 
Tier 2: 10,001-15,000 $3.20 i 
UEC Tier 3: 15,001-25,000 $4.09 $26.65|$56.21|$122.06| $18.27 $62.76 
Tier 4: 225,001 $4.99 
Tier 1: 0-3,000 $0.93 
Tier 2: 3,001-10,000 $2.17 
UEC  |$20.74[Tier 3: 10,001-20,000 $3.25 $25.70| $54.97 [$114.52] — $12.95 $60.97 |$123.72/$183.27 
ier 4: 21,001-40,000 $4.33 
ier 5: 240,001 $5.42 
28. ; E 
1er 4: 12,001-25,000 $6.47 
| 


ge 
— 
J 
ON 


Planning Lu 
jum Base Tier (gal.) 
Fee 


ier 3: 8,001-12,00 


i 
i 1 . 
5 a 
T 
Tier 1: 0-4,000 
Tier 2: 4,001-8,000 
Stuart UEC  |$16.01[Ti 0 | | $554 |  $2829|$82.74/|$184.29| $8.17 $63.46 |$171.911$273.46 
T 
Tier 5: >25,001 
Tier 1: 0-4,000 
Tier 2: 4,001-8,000 
i UEC |$20.01|Tier 3: 8,001-12,000 | $6.93. |$35.37$103.48/$230.43| $10.22 $79.35 |$214.981$341.93 
i Tier 4: 12,001-25,000 
Tier 5: >25,001 
Miami-Dade County 


EXE Tier 1: 0-2,000 $0.00 n m 
Florida City $6.10 es SORT "ETT $10.10/$32.10|$62.10| | $20.50  [Tierl:O-unlimited| $3.66 $39.37 |$101.631$186.53 
Tier 1: 0-3,999 $0.88 
Tier 2: 4,000-9,999 $1.22 M M 
Homestead LEC $9.11 Tier 3: 10,000-14,999 $1.69 $15.341 $35.94 | $78.38 $18.46 . [Tier 1: O-unlimited $3.01 $45.84 | $99.55 |$187.14 
Tier 4: 215,000 $2.28 
s > T er na Tier 1: 0-2,992 $1.85 
e EE : $6.21 | $68.77 $196.51] — $5.05 $20.38 1$176.171$431.05 
Tier 3: 7,480-13,463 $5.16 Tier 2: >2.993 $8.48 
Tier 4: 213,464 $8.52 qm 


Tier 1: 0-5,000 $1.89 
M Tier 2: 5,001-12,000 $2.65 a 
North Miami LEC {$12.51 Tier 3: 12,001-20.000 $3.41 $20.07| $50.74 |$105.79 $16.88 Tier 1: O-unlimited $4.41 $54.59 |$133.77|$254.97 
Tier 4: 220,001 $3.80 


2019 Annual Utility Rate Survey A-23 


Water Total Monthly Bill — Wastewater | Total Monthly Bill — 
Planning ! Water Volumetric mom Wastewater ; Volumetric pr] m mas 
Area pé DEED Charge ($/1,000 gal | 4.000 Base Fee Ter ean) 
i “14 4.000 15,000 000 30,000. 000 4 | 4,000 15.000 000 30,000 000 


$10. fee 8001-1200 | | 95| $71.07 [$144.83] — $23.85 | sas | 65 $192.62/$373.63 
"tr 
Tier 3: 212,001 $4.47 e 000 


Monroe Count 


MÀ 
$15.45|Tier 3: 12,001-30,000 | $10.68 ` |$41.411$143.16/$302.61| — $25.70 Da $9.33  |$104.43/$262.161$421.61 


Okeechobee Count 


Okeechobee Tier 1: 0-3,000 $4.10 
GER LKB {$18.94 Tier 2: 23,001 $6.16 $37.40/$105.16|$197.56 $21 71 Tier 1: O-unlimited $6.76 $86.11 [$228.12/$421.77 


Orange County 


roda 
$7.34 [Tier 3: 11,000-20,999 | $3.20 |$12.43|$38.09|$118.00) $17.17 TO $3.90 | $45.20 |$109.86/$189.86 
S 
UKB  |$8.66 [Tier 3: 7,001-19,000 | $169 |  |$11.76 $28.63 | $71.30 Wastewater service provided by the City of Orlando. 


Tier 5: 230,001 $6.11 


$7.33 [Tier 3: 7,001-19,000 | $1.86  |$10.74 $29.30 | $76.24 Wastewater service provided by the City of Orlando. 


Tier 5: 230,001 $6.72 


EN Potable water service provided by Orlando Utilities Commission. $20.06 o E $4.85 $39.46 | $87.96 | $87.96 


UKB Potable water service provided by Orlando Utilities Commission. $25.08 a ERR $6.04 $49.24 |$109.641$ 109.64 


2019 Annual Utility Rate Survey A-24 


Water Total Monthly Bill — Wastewater | Total Monthly Bill — 
Planning Water Volumetric Water Wastewater Volumetric | Water & Wastewater 
Area Pon DEED Charge ($/1,000 gal ? 4,000 Base Fee Ter (2A) Charge 
Fee : 30,000 ($/1,000 gal.) 4,000 | 15,000 | 30,000 


asiy (Cir Tier 1: 0-8,000 

Improvement] UKB  |$24.79|Uniform Rate $1.08 $29.10| $40.94 | $57.09 $3.34 (aD) $4.57 $50.72 | $80.84 | $96.99 
District 

bios UKB ke imm 30 — $17.75|$56.20|$149.65| $25.08 ` Wier 1: 0-unlimited| $6.04 ` $66.99 |$165.84$259.29 


ged Se 


Enterprise Tier 1: 0-8,400 $0.88 Tier 1:0-8,400 | $2.01 
coo | ue kb Tier 2: 28,401 [$273 | 088 10.6 06 $40.95 95 | $81.90 $32.76 Tier 2: 28,401 $5.91 $59.86 |$129.60|$259.20 


St. Cloud UKB = 88| $48.11 |$114.20] $17.13  Tierl:O-unlimited| $4.31 — | $53.25 |$129.89|$260.63 

UKB  |$17.23 Bp c $60.10|$142.69| $21.41 [Tier 1: O-unlimited| $5.38 — |$66.50 |$162.211$325.50 
KUN it 

UKB  |$6.82 [Tier 3: 5,001-10,000 | $336 |$11.64/$57.11|$164.51| $14.45 $42.25 |$156.58|$357.88 
Tier 2: 22,001 $6.26 


Palm Beach County 


Palm Beach County ^  . —  — ^. —— ,— O 
Boca Raton | LEC "s qnem cue] — O e $27.26 | $46.01| $18.36 No volumetric charge $36.27 | $45.62 | $64.37 
$18. ee — as $34.04|$57.44| $22.95 No volumetric charge $45.33 | $56.99 | $80.39 


Tier 1: 0-9,000 $1.65 

Boynton Tier 2: 9,001-30,000 $2.96 Tier 1: 0-7,000 

Beach $12.35 Tier 3: 30,001-50,000 $3.95 $18.95| $44.96 | $89.36 $18.70 Lee $2.15 $46.25 | $78.71 [$123.11 
Tier 4: 250,001 $4.87 


2019 Annual Utility Rate Survey A-25 


Total Monthly Bill — Wastewater | Total Monthly Bill — 
Water Volumetric Water Wastewater Volumetric | Water & Wastewater 


: Water 
Kannig Base Tier (gal.) 
aa Dome Siu OUt e Ee o 282222 4,000 | 15,000 | 30,000 
$153.89 


ier 1: 0-9,000 $2.06 
ier 2: 9,001-30,000 $3.70 i 
irr 3000150000 YET $23.691 $56.20 $111.70] — $23.38 $2.69  |$57.81 | $98.39 
ier 4: 250,001 
ier 1: 0-3,999 
ier 2: 4,000-12,999 | 
T2|Tier 3: 13,000-25,999 $2.00 $16.971 $32.97| $70.47| | $18.04 $3.39 1$48.58 | $91.71 [5129.21 
ier 4: 26,000-50,000 $3.50 
ier 5: 250,001 
ier 1: 0-3,999 
Tier 2: 4,000-12,999 $1.56 
65|Tier 3: 13,000-25,999 $2.50 $21.21|$41.19/$88.09| $22.55 IT; $4.24 | $60.72 |$127.34|$237.84 
Tier 4: 26,000-50,000 $4.38 
ier 5: 250,001 
ier 1: 0-35,000 n 
Tier 2: 35,001-40,000 $1.43 piss egredi $0.00 
69|Tier 3: 40,001-50,000 $1.78 $39.09| $51.191$67.69| — $31.02 $70.11 | $82.21 | $98.71 
Tier 4: 50,001-60,000 $2.16 Tier 2: >30,001 $2.40 
ier 5: >60,001 
ier 1: 0-35,000 mm 
SC Tier 1: 0-30,000 $0.00 
36 $2.22 $48.72| $63.46 | $83.56| $38.77 $87.49 |$102.231$122.33 
$2.65 Tier 2: 230,001 $2.97 
40 
21 
76 


$19 
$34 
ier 2: 35,001-40,000 
$43 
$2.35 

$ $4.08 25.80| $51.65 |$104.20| $21.50 No volumetric charge $47.30 | $73.15 [$125.70 
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ier 2: 13,001-23,000 
ier 3: 223,001 
ier 1: 0-6,000 
ier 2: 6,001-14,000 
ier 3: 14,001-30,000 
Tier 4: 230,001 
ier 1: 0-6,000 

ier 2: 6,001-14,000 
T 


District. 


ier 3: 40,001-50,000 

i 
Sep $27.45 $47.45 | $04.55 Wastewater service provided by Loxahatchee River 
$4.14 
$1.64 

$ $2.23 $34.31/$59.31 $118.19 Wastewater service provided by Loxahatchee River 
$3.93 District. 
$5.18 
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ier 4: 50,001 -60,000 


ier 5: 260,001 
2 
7 


T 
T 
T 
T 


T 
ier 1: 0-13,000 
T 


Tier 3: 14,001-30,000 
ier 4: 230,001 


i 


Ke 
m 
LA 
mÓ 


Total Monthly Bill — Wastewater | Total Monthly Bill — 
Water Volumetric prem Wastewater Volumetric pe mes Se? 


Base Fee Har 
4 4,000 15,000 000 30,000. 000 4 4.000. 15,000 000 30,000 000 


Tier 1: 0-4,000 
Tier 2: 4,001-8,000 eee, 
$20.38|Tier 3: 8,001-12,000 $33.54$117.15|$327.60| $13.62 (op) Pus $63.64 $180.21[$390.66 
Tier 4: 12,001-20,000 
Tier 5: 220,001 
Tier 1: 0-4,000 
Tier 2: 4,001-8,000 l 
Tier 1: 0-12,000 
$25.48 Tier 3: 8,001-12,000 $52.411$183.051$511.88] — $17.03 en $5.15 | $90.03 |$261.87|$590.70 
Tier 4: 12,001-20,000 
— 720,001 
Vesp 
Lantana LEC E — $e $25.68|$50.51|$97.61| $13.63 a $4.72 | $58.19 |$111.34/$158.44 


o EN Dom GH Wastewater rates dependent on number of toilets in each unit. A 
River E p d. rate of $68. 23 "E toilets) used in this surve 


$2.34 $113.05| — $54.06 $6.07 — [$130.55/5223.06/5349.21 


Manalapan 
(Outside =f xm. $2.81 $93.54|$135.66| $64.87 [Tier 1: O-unlimited| $7.28 $156.66|$267.67|$419.05 
City) 


Mangonia Tier 1: 0-12,000 $1.95 hd 0-12,000 
EH $11.58 Tier 2:>12,001 $2.93 $19.38 38 $40.83] 83 570.08 08 $18.91 ss 53 55241 41 $102.10 tosta 35 


Dem — | — $146 
$14. o EE 30|$80.22|$211.92] $16.21 $44.39 |$132.09[$263.79 
10,000 c 
been 
Palm Springs| LEC Ee $66.39|$135.29| $11.09 ee l $7.19 | $64.32 |$135.00/$203.90 
¡ mS 
$15.33[Tier 2: 7,000-20,999 | | $496 |$30.61$82.89|$168.99| — $13.85 (DV Put $8.99  |$80.42 |$168.66|$254.76 
S 
Riviera Tier 1: 0-10,000 
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Tier (gal.) 


Charge ($/1,000 gal. ? 4,000 


Wat Total Monthly Bill — Wastewater | Total Monthly Bill — 
Planning UR Water Volumetric Water Wastewater Volumetric | Water & Wastewater 
Ar Pase mea Charge ($/1,000 gal.) Base Fee Hab 
Fee E cee 4,000 | 15,000 | 30,000 4,000 | 15,000 | 30,000 
Tier 1: 0-5,000 $3.26 
Tier 2: 5,001-10,000 $4.46 Tier 1: 0-10,000 
; : ; ; : : i ; .54 [$142.64/$245.8 
$21.38 Tier 3: 10,001-20,000 $5.88 $34.43] $89.38 [$196.71] $18.01 (eae) $3.53 $66.54 [$142.64|5 9 
Tier 4: 220,001 $7.39 
Tier 1: 0-6,000 TN 
$19.32[Tier 2: 6,001-30,000 $4.09 $23.48| $62.37 [$123.72 aa SE $0.69 — [$54.27 | $97.30 $158.65 
Tier 3: 230,001 $6.15 d 


ier 1: 0-12,000 
ier 2: 12,001-25,000 
ier 3: 25,001-41,000 


$3.03 
$5.10 Wastewater service provided by Loxahatchee River 
$6.92 $34.03| $77.13 |$170.43 KEE 
ier 4: 241,001 $8.88 
ier 1: 0-3,000 $3.79 
ier 2: 3,001-6,000 $6.38 
ier 3: 6,001-12,000 $8.65 $42.54 $96.41 
ier 4: 212,001 $11.10 

$2.18 

$3.26 ] 
ier 3: 15,001-25,000 $4.37 $28.05| $61.75 |$141.30 $18.43 
ier 4: 225,001 
ier 1: 0-6,000 . 
ier 2: 6,001-15,000 $4.08 | 
ier 3: 15,001-25,000 $5.46 $35.08| $77.26 |$175.16 $23.04 
ier 4: 225,001 

i 


© 


Wastewater service provided by Loxahatchee River 


District. 
$54.60 |$110.63/$190.18 
$67.96 1$137.201$235.10 


OO 
ee 


ier 1: 0-6,000 


$19.33 Tier 2: 6,001-15,000 


ge ge 
~] Em 
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~] Eh 
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E 


ea 
LEC 
LEC 
LEC 
LEC 
EEC 
LEC 
EEC 
LEC 


ier 1: 0-6,731 : 
ier 2: 6,732-12,715 $3.27 
ier 3: 12,716-27,675 $3.84 
ier 4: 27,676-57,595 $4.50 $32.92| $68.36|$127.50| $13.24 $3.90 $61.76 |$128.281$ 187.41 
ier 5: 57,596-150,348 $5.19 
ier 6: 2150,348 $5.83 
ier 1: 0-6,731 $3.25 
ier 2: 6,732-12,715 $4.09 
ier 3: 12,716-27,675 $4.80 j 
ier 4: 27,676-57,595 $5.63 $41.15] $85.45 [$159.37] $16.55 $4.83 $77.20 |$160.35|$234.26 
ier 5: 57,596-150,348 $6.49 
ier 6: >150,348 $7.29 
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Water Total Monthly Bill — Wastewater | Total Monthly Bill — 
Planning ! Water Volumetric Water Wastewater ; Volumetric | Water & Wastewater 
Area pon DEED Charge ($/1,000 gal.) Base Fee Ter eal) 
Fee Í ^ 14,000 | 15,000 | 30,000 4,000 | 15,000 | 30,000 


Polk County 


EE $14. 26lUniform Rate $2.90 $101.26] $25.51 Tier 1: O-unlimited O-unlimited| $4.09 ` $67.73 [$144.62/$249.47 


Tier 1: 0-3,999 $1.89 
Tier 2: 4,000-10,999 $2.51 
Tier 3: 11,000-20,999 $4.98 Tier 1: 0-7,000 
$9.93 Tier 4: 21,000-30,999 $7.49 $18.11| $58.07 [$157.87 $36.14 (cap) $6.48 80.17 1$139.57|$239.37 
Tier 5: 31,000-40,000 $9.97 


Tier 6: 240,001 $17.48 


St. Lucie Count 


$ 
Tier 1: 0-3,000 $10.98 
Tier 2: 3,001-10,000 $3.66 m" 
UEC [$14.30 Manara VET $31.83 $81.18 |$171.77| $15.76 [Tier 1: 0-10,000 $5.65  |$70.19 |$153.441$244.03 
Tier 4: >15,001 $5.49 
Tier 1: 0-3,000 $13.73 
Tier 2: 3,001-10,000 $4.58 uu 
UEC [$14.30 BR TEE $39.791$101.481$214.71| $15.76 [Tier 1: 0-10,000 $5.65 | $87.74 $191.8015305.03 
Tier 4: 215,001 $6.86 
Tier 1: 0-5,000 $4.51 Et 
D E UEC  |$9.62 [Tier 2: 5,001-12,000 $5.88 $29.32/15100.72/$215.68| — $16.61 e d $7.79  |$79.96 |$184.391$299.34 
Tier 3: >21,001 $7.23 P 
ee $2.72 $25.721 $55.64 | $96.44] $16.99 a ee $2.86 | $54.15 1$101.231$142.03 


Tier 1: 0-5,000 $3.66 
app aj tera UE oes $35.051$113.711$263.26 $24.32 [Mer 1: 0-10,000 $731 | $88.61 |$211.13,$360.68 


Q 


UE 


(m) 


UE 


Tier 3: 10,001-15,000 $8.55 (cap) 
Me 715,001 = a 97 


edi 1 UEC [1542 54) Uniform Rate —— Rate NETOS 47 529.30 30 $6747 47 |$119.52| $19.29 |Tier 1:0-unlimited| $3.86 | $64.03 $144.66/$254.61 
County West 


CDD = Community Development District; FGUA = Florida Governmental Utility Authority; LEC = Lower East Coast; LKB = Lower Kissimmee Basin; LWC = Lower West 
Coast; UEC = Upper East Coast; UKB = Upper Kissimmee Basin; W&S = Water and Sewer. 


2019 Annual Utility Rate Survey A-29 


